
EXPLANATION OF ABSENCE:
 1—Official Buisiness
 2—Necessarily Absent
 3—Illness
 4—Other

SYMBOLS:
 AY—Announced Yea
 AN—Announced Nay
 PY—Paired Yea
 PN—Paired Nay

YEAS (88) NAYS (12) NOT VOTING (0)

Republican       Democrats       Republicans Democrats  Republicans Democrats

(41 or 77%)       (47 or 100%)       (12 or 23%) (0 or 0%) (0) (0)
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SENATE RECORD VOTE ANALYSIS
104th Congress May 22, 1996, 11:28 a.m.

2nd Session Vote No. 127 Page S-5470  Temp. Record

BUDGET RESOLUTION/Low-Income Home Energy Assistance (LIHEAP)

SUBJECT: Senate Concurrent Budget Resolution for fiscal years 1997-2002 . . . S. Con. Res. 57. Wellstone amendment
No. 3988. 

ACTION: AMENDMENT AGREED TO, 88-12

SYNOPSIS: As reported, S. Con. Res. 57, the Concurrent Budget Resolution for fiscal years 1997-2002, will balance the
Federal budget in fiscal year (FY) 2002 by slowing the overall rate of growth in spending over the next 6 years

to below the rate of growth in revenue collections. The rate of growth in entitlements such as Medicare, Medicaid, the Aid to Families
with Dependent Children program, and the Earned Income Credit will be slowed. No changes will be made to the Social Security
program, the spending for which will grow from $348 billion in FY 1996 to $467 billion in FY 2002. Defense spending will be
essentially frozen at its present level.

The Wellstone amendment would express the sense of the Senate that the totals in this resolution assume that funding for the
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) for FY 1997 will not be less than the funding provided for LIHEAP in
FY 1996.

Those favoring the amendment contended:

The Wellstone amendment is short and to the point. It puts the Senate on record as being in favor of funding LIHEAP in FY 1997
at last year's level. Every year, we seem to have to go through a terrible fight just to make sure that people do not go cold in the
United States of America. We are starting that fight early this year with the Wellstone amendment. We urge Senators to give it their
support.

While favoring the amendment, some Senators expressed the following reservations:
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This budget resolution already assumes LIHEAP will receive as much funding in FY 1997 as it did in FY 1996. Therefore,
considering this amendment is a waste of time. Still, because it does nothing more than express support for something that is already
assumed in the resolution, we will vote in favor of its adoption.

Those opposing the amendment contended:

There is nothing quite so permanent as a temporary Federal agency. LIHEAP was created in 1981 in response to a fuel crisis that
was causing prices to go through the roof and in response to the high inflation rates of the Carter years. With prices of all goods rising
rapidly, and with the price of fuel rising even more rapidly, Congress acted to bring energy relief to the poor, especially the elderly
poor who were hardest hit because they were on fixed incomes. Those days are long gone. Fuel is cheaper in real terms now than
at most times in history, and inflation is very low, but people have gotten used to these LIHEAP handouts from the Federal
Government and they do not want to give them up. We say that the need for this program is gone, and it should therefore be
abolished. We know we are in the minority, but we oppose this amendment.
 


